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INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY AFFAIRS

Mr. Patrick J. Cressman
D ATA

Dear Mr. Cressmans:

Reference is made to your August 15, 1986 letters to
president Reagan and Vice President Bush regarding the case
of your brother, Sergeant Peter R. Cressman, a crewmember
aboard an EC-47Q lost on a combat mission over Laos on

February 5, 1973.

As explained in the October 30 interim response sent to
you, the pefense Intelligence Agency (DIA) has been conducting
a detailed and exhaustive review of all information concerning
your brother's incident. DIA's recently completed analysis,

a summary of which is attached, concluded that there is no

evidence that any crewmembers on the EC-47Q survived the

~crash or were captured bY eneny forces. DIA alsoO determined
. ¢that a long-held pelief that at least four crewmembers survived

and were taken captive had resulted from azmiﬁimtarpretatimw
in the private sector of sanitized intelligence data as well
as from unsubstant jated assertions by 2 former U.S. Air Force

intelligence analyst.

while the results may not ammmrd‘with‘mmr‘hmpeﬁw I trust
you share in the satisfaction felt py those of us working the
PUWWMIAissmethat a study of this depthamdqwalityhaﬁheem
conducted on this long-standing case. This intensive effort
by DIA typifies the degree of current U.S. Government dedication
to seeking answers to the many questions surrounding Americans
missing Or unaccounted for 1in Indochina. in keeping with the
President's commitment to the families for the fullest possible
accounting. Be assured we will continue to pursue this goal
for the sake of our missing men, for their families and for
all Americans.

Sincerely.

SIS AW ST

Howard J. Hill

Colonel, USAF

Principal AdvisoOr

povi/MIA Affairs
DISTRIBUTION:
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" The search team also found*whaf apﬁéared to be anti-aircraft artillery
“shrapnel ho]es in parts of the wreckage. They found no evidence that the crew
_.were preparing to bail out when the plane crashed; and it did not appear that

DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGEN cY

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20340-

ANALYSIS OF INFORMATION ON THE LOSS OF EC-47Q BARON 52

L0SS_INCIDENT

The EC-47Q, call sign Baron 52, and its eight crew members were lost over Laos
on 5 February 1973. Four days later a search team inspected the wreckage and -
lqcated-the remains of four crew members. Two of the remains were in the

pilot and co-pilot positions. The third was in the engineer's compartment,

‘and the team was able to recover a portion of this body, which was identified

as the ot@er cg-pilot. The fourth body was near the engineer's compartment.
Normally 1n_?hls type of.ajrcraft there are two positions jmmediately behind
the engineer s compartment. One of these two positions would have been

" occupied by SSgt Todd M. Melton and the other by either Sgt Joseph A. Matejov

or SSgt Peter R. Cressman. Due to physical and time constraints and hostile
forces in the area, the team was not able to 1ift the fuselage to search for

| .ad41tipnal remains.

the aircraft attempted a controlled crash landing. "The disposition of the

wreckage and other features of the crash site (e.g., absence of skid marks
jndicated the aircraft had plunged nearly vertica?Ty to earth, bounced oncl.

. j]anded upside down and burned.

Q\thoqgh.operating outside the range of ground radar stations during most of
jts mission, Baron 52 had frequent radio contact with other aircraft in the
area. For example, the commander made routine half hourly contacts with, and
reported all unusual occurrences -to, Moon Beam Airborne Command and Control -
genter,'and also had radio contact with Spectre 20, an AC-130 gunship working
in the same area.  The electronics warfare crew members also used separate

. communications equipment to maintain contact with another EC-47, Baron 62,

flying in the same general area. The last reported position of Baron 52 was .
about 8-10 minutes flying time from the crash site.

COMMANDER'S DETERMINATION

Follqwing a review.of facts associated with the crash, the Comm.nder, 8th
Tact1cq1 F\gpter.wlng, in coordination with the Commander, 56th Special
Operations Wing, recommended that the status of the crew members be changed

Cmmnﬂncdtolhngumrinlkﬁnurcﬂ]hchhaon
1961 - 1986 |

to killed-in-action. The next-of-kin were informed of the status change and
the facts supporting the decision in a series of letters dated between 24
February and 17 April 1973, which cymmarized the events of Baron 52's. last
mission and the evidence obtained by the search team., The commander added

that in view of the capabilities of the radio communications equipment, Baron
52's frequent contacts with other aircraft, and the intensive training of the
crew, in case of emergency at least one of the crew would have instinctively =
used the radios unless the aircraft crashed as a result of some catastrophic
incident that jmmediately and completely jncapacitated the crew members.

Having reviewed the available facts, the field commanders reported that they
believed "there was no reasonable doubt that a1l the members of the crew of

Baron 52 were killed in the crash.”

INTELLIGENCE REPORTS

the field commander believed to be compelling evidence that noneé of the crew
members survived, four intelligence reports, portions of which were
declassified for release to the next-of-kin, led others to speculate that the
four electronics specialists could have survived. Two of the documents were
dated 5 February 1973, another 17 February 1973, and the fourth 2 May 1973.
Through a longstanding misinterpretation of these sanitized documents an

erroneous impression of survivors was preserved. yet in fact, the four
reports do not relate to the loss of the EC-47Q. '

_  The initial 5 February report originated in the area of Vinh, North
Vietnam, over 240 miles by road north of the EC-47Q crashsite. In that

_  The later 5 February report, based on and jssued after a review of the
information in the earlier 5 February report, provides no additional
insights into the origin or identity of the prisoners.

- The 17 February document 1s reflective of an enemy unit having downed
an aircraft in the area smmediately south of the Demilitarized Zone
which separated North and South Vietnam, and as such does not relate

to the EC-47Q or jts crewv.

. The 2 May report js yet another analyst's interpretation of the
5 February reporting and is neither new information nor a new report.
DIA's review of the evidence shows that the analyst who prepared the
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would indicate any of the crew sur
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